- November 30 , 1970 

Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your mailings of 11/21 and 11/24. I have copied and am 
returning the 4 wages relating to the suectro suit. I am also returning some 
Ferrie material that you sent for me and Jim to study some time ago. The Ferrie 
suit dra.ft from Bud's office is not here yet. 

Jim is no longer in S.F. For a while he can be reached c/o S. Schmitt, 

1546 S.E. 55th Ave., Portland, Ore. 9721 5. 

If you think it worthwhile, I would like to see the spectro transcript. 

I have not heard from Mary. I remind you that it is practically no trouble 
for me to make copies here; the only question is whether it is economical, given 
the mailing costs. If you have material you want sent to several people, I think 
it would be best to exchange lists, let the material accumulate a bit, have conies 
made here and send them around by third class. 

Your note of 11/20, apparently referring to a new interpretation of the 
Zapruder film, is so elliptical that I cannot really respond to it. As for CE 399, 

I am not about the start defending the single-bullet theory/. I have disputed 
arguments by Dick, j/ou, and others about what is said to be simply impossible. 

Your note of 11 /l8 asks why I got involved in the melon thing. We could 
discuss that at great length in person, I guess, but for now let me just point 
out that when Alva.rez suggested the recoil hypothesis I was not about to just 
write it off as ridiculous because I know that the Commission's scenario j. s so 
clearly wrong in other areas. I certainly take no pleasure from the criticism 
1 have gotten from so many of my critic friends, but I am willing to consider 
the possibility that I am right a.nd everyone else is wrong. The physicists with 
whom I have discussed these things don't think my position is crazy - and they 
certainly would tell me if they thought so. 

I see that the first page (double-spaced) of my Supplement has elicited a. 
response of two single-spaced pages. At that rate, I hesitate to suggest that 
you read the rest of it. But, if you want my response to many of the questions 
you raise, that is what you should do. Not, however, at the expense of your 
sleep or what you consider more pressing projects. My a.ccount of our choice of 
targets (op. 1-2), to which you object, is simply not a lie at all. So there. 

I think I can make out most of your answer in the spectro suit. There may 
be references, etc. which I will want, so I may have to ask for a clearer copy later. 
Many thanks . 

Your letter of 11/25: I don't think I have an Archives letter confirming 
that they are withholding the Harper photos. As I recall, I hate only the information 
in the Basic List on CD 1269, which is withheld. 

Alvarez' recollection is that when he was at the Archives he only saw Z 
on a projector - no microscopic examination or the like. I assume CBS- got a print 
from Life ; maybe hfgckoff was given specia.l privileges at the Archives. 

Concerning the alleged leak of Howard's information by me: your letter added 
only the specification "panel letters." I am still completely in the dark. Hoiirard 
wrote me on 11/23 but did not mention any such leak. 
r I just heard that my appeal on the Vallee and FFCC material is still under 

consideration - after 3 months! I now think that I should file about 3 more "small 
requests - any other information Quiroga provided about Oswald (citing only CD 75, 
pp. 705-6), any other interviews of Butler (citing only the one we have), and a few 
of the withheld pages that are published or in my hands already. Then, I would 
like to request essentially everything the FBI has - the request the Commission 
should have made, almost did (I have the draft), and didn't. After that I would 
be ready for a suit. 


Sincerely, 



